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Fig. 1 
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Fig. 2 
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Fig. 3 
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Note : df=1 for all analyses. 

^Sander et al. (1998) alcoholics without other drug use, but not screened for nicotine use. 
"Bergen et al. (1997) alcoholics, 75% of whom also abused other drugs. 

°Gelernter et al. (1999) cases with a primary diagnosis of alcoholism but other drug use not excluded; genotype 
frequencies not provided. 

''Geiernter et al. (1999) cases with a primary diagnosis of drug dependence but alcohol abuse or dependence not 
excluded; genotype frequencies not provided. 



